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DETAILED ACTION 



Specification 

1. Applicant is reminded of the proper content of an abstract 
of the disclosure. 

A patent abstract is a concise statement of the technical 
disclosure of the patent and should include that which is new in 
the art to which the invention pertains. If the patent is of a 
basic nature, the entire technical disclosure may be new in the 
art, and the abstract should be directed to the entire 
disclosure. If the patent is in the nature of an improvement in 
an old apparatus, process, product, or composition, the abstract 
should include the technical disclosure of the improvement. In 
certain patents, particularly those for compounds and 
compositions, wherein the process for making and/or the use 
thereof are not obvious, the abstract should set forth a process 
for making and/or use thereof. If the new technical disclosure 
involves modifications or alternatives, the abstract should 
mention by way of example the preferred modification or 
alternative . 

The abstract should not refer to purported merits or 
speculative applications of the invention and should not compare 
the invention with the prior art. 

Where applicable, the abstract should include the 
following: 

(1) if a machine or apparatus, its organization and operation; 

(2) if an article, its method of making; 

(3) if a chemical compound, its identity and use; 

(4) if a mixture, its ingredients; 

(5) if a process, the steps. 

Extensive mechanical and design details of apparatus should 
not be given. 

The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because 
Applicant discusses the purported merits and speculative 
applications of the present invention. Correction is required. 
See MPEP § 608.01(b) . 



Application/Control 
Art Unit: 2624 



Number : 



09/898,254 



Page 3 



Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The information disclosure statement filed 12 December 2001 
fails to comply with the provisions of 37 CFR 1.97, 1,98 and 
MPEP § 609 because US Patent 5,196,451 is not a patent granted 
to Pellar and is not dated 01 April 1980. Examiner assumes 
Applicant is referring to US Patent 4,196,451 which is granted 
to Pellar and is dated 01 April 1980, and has considered said 
patent. However, said patent needs to be placed in an official 
Information Disclosure Statement. US Patent 5,196,451 has been 
placed in the application file, but the information referred to 
therein has not been considered as to the merits. Applicant is 
advised that the date of any re- submission of any item of 
information contained in this information disclosure statement 
or the submission of any missing element (s) will be the date of 
submission for purposes of determining compliance with the 
requirements based on the time of filing the statement, 
including all certification requirements for statements under 37 
CFR 1.97 (e) . See MPEP § 609 2 C(l) . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in 
this or a foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, 
more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the 
United States. 

4. Claims 1-3, 7-9, 15-19 and 23 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Hall (US Patent 
5,579,457) . 
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Regarding claims 1, 7 and 23; Hall discloses a printing 
system (figure 6 of Hall) comprising a control unit (figure 6(60 
(portion)) of Hall) for receiving a print file (figure 3a and 
column 4, lines 40-44 of Hall) and processing the print file for 
printing (figure 2 and column 4, lines. 36-38 of Hall) . In order 
to input into an array (figure 3a and column 4, lines 40-44 of 
Hall) image data that is to be printed (column 11, lines 22-25 
of Hall) and process said image data (figure 2 and column 4, 
lines 36-38 of Hall) , said image data must inherently be 
received as a print file. 

Hall further discloses a print head (figure 6(62) of Hall) 
for conveying a print job according to the print file (column 8, 
lines 5-12 of Hall); and a device (figure 6 (60 (portion) ) of 
Hall) for generating a spot for use in halftoning (figure 5b and 
column 7, lines 17-21 of Hall) wherein the . half toning reproduces 
an image defined by the print file using the print head (column 
8, lines 5-12 of Hall), the device defines a spot function that 
combines two functions (DX/DY , sin^ +(K 2 D)+ K 3 arctm(DY/DX))) 

(column 6, lines 8-15 of Hall) selected to provide a 
predetermined dot shape for use in a halftone cell (column 6, 
lines 16-21 of Hall) . As is well-know in the programming arts, 
"atan2 (DX, DY) " is equivalent to writing " axctm(DY/DX)" . The 
values of DY and DX, and thus the values of the function 
arctan(DF/Z)X), is determined by a function demonstrated in a 
pseudo-code loop (column 5, lines 39-46 of Hall) . The 
atan2(DX,DY) is then combined with the overall function 
sin^ +(K 2 D)+ K 3 arctm(DY/DX)) to define the spot function (column 5, 
lines 46-48 and column 6, lines 11-15 of Hall) . 
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Hall further discloses that said spot function scales the 
spot function using a scaling function that varies according to 
a value of a first and second spot function ordinate (column 16, 
lines 16-21 of Hall) . K 3 is used to scale the spot function by 
controlling the value of the function arctan(D7/DX) , and thus also 
varies according to a value of the first and second spot 
function ordinates (column 16, lines 16-21 of Hall) . 

The control unit and the device correspond to the portions 
of the computer system (figure 6(60) of Hall), along with the 
corresponding memory and embodied computer software, that 
perform the functions of said control unit and said device. 

Further regarding claim 1: The printing system of claim 7 
performs the method of claim 1 . 

Further regarding claim 23: The means for receiving 
recited in claim 23 corresponds to the control unit of claim 7. 
The means for conveying recited in claim 23 corresponds to the 
print head of claim 7 . The means for generating recited in 
claim 23 corresponds to the device of claim 7. 

Regarding claim 17: Hall discloses an article of 
manufacture (figure 6 of Hall) comprising a program storage 
medium (figure 6(61) of Hall) readable by a computer (figure 6 
(60) of Hall) , the medium tangibly embodying one or more 
programs of instructions executable by the computer to perform a 
method for halftoning an image (column 7, lines 32-34 and column 
8, lines 1-4 of Hall) . Said article of manufacture performs the 
method of claim 1, the arguments of which are incorporated 
herein. 

Regarding claims 2, 8 and 18: The first function is an 
inverse trigonometric function ( axctm(DY/DX)) and the second 
function ( sin^ +(K 2 D)+ K 3 axctm(DY / DX)) ) is a trigonometric function 
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based only in part on said first function. Further, the 
variables D, DX and DY are set based on distances and 
coordinates (column 5, lines 28-31 of Hall), and the variables 
Ki, K 2 and K 3 are set based on desired spot function properties 
(column 6, lines 16-21 of Hall) . DX and DY are partly dependent 
upon D since distances are based on relative coordinate value 
differences (column 5, lines 28-31 of Hall) . Further, since 
( sin((^D/1.5) + arctan(Z)7/Z)X))) can be rewritten as 

(sin^ +(K 2 D)+K 3 arctm(DY/DX))) , the values of K x , K 2 and K 3 , which 
determine the properties of the spot function (column 6, lines 
16-21 of Hall) , are dependent upon the values of D, DX and DY. 
Therefore, the two functions allow non- separable changes in spot 
shape . 

Regarding claims 3, 9 and 19: Hall discloses a two- 
dimensional spot function described by sin(^ +(fC 2 D)+ arctan(DY / DX)) 
where DX and DY are defined by the 2 -dimensional coordinate 
system (column 5, lines 28-31 of Hall) and are therefore 
functions of the first and second spot function ordinate, which 
can be referred to as x and y. Therefore, 

f(x,y) = sin(K l +(K 2 D) + K 3 axotan(DY/DX)) since arctan(DY/DX) and D are 
both functions of x and y. An equivalent expression of the 
function f(x,y) can be given using a Maclaurin series expansion, 
specifically : 



f(x,y)=Z 



( , d ,5V 
x — + v — - 
^ dx' dy'j 



/(*',/) 



which can be expanded as 
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f(x,y) = f(x,y),=o + 



2! 



d 2 f(x,y) 



dx 2 



dx 



jr=0, 
J^O J 



X + 



df(x,y) 
dy 



x=0 

y=o J 



x 2 +2 



d 2 f(x,y) 



dxdy 



v 



jc=0 
>-0 J 



y 



+ 



jc=0, 
y=0 J 



xy + 



dy 2 



*=0, 
>=0 ^ 



+ ... 



Since the Maclaurin series is a cumulative function, the 
spot function can therefore be expressed as: 

f(x,y)=A(x,y)+f? m (*,y) 

where : 



fAx,y) = \ 



2! 



7 



d 2 f(x,y) 



dx 2 



^ f 



x=0, 
y=0 J 



x 2 +2 



d 2 f(x,y) 



and 



f 2 com {x,y)=f{x,yU !■ + 



dxdy 



df(x,y) 



^ r 



x=0, 



xy + 



d 2 f(x,y) 



dy 2 



x=0 

y=o J 



y 



dx 



By 



jr=0, 
y=0 ^ 



The portion f 2 com (x,y) can be rewritten as f 2 com (x y y)= ^'f^ 

since p is an ordinate scaling constant that is set and 
equations for f 2 (x,y) and S(p,x,y) can be set such that the 
equation for f 2 com (x,y) hold true. For example, if 



fi{x>y)= 



f(x,y) x =o + 

y=0 



(df(*,y) 




X + 




\ 


dx 

V 


y=Q J 


dy 


y=0 J 



y 



xy 



and 



S(p,x,y) = xy 



then 
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fr(x,y)=f(x,y\^ + 



df{x,y) 



dx 



x=Q, 

y=0 J 



x + 



dy 



*=0, 
y=0 J 



y 



= fi(*>y) 

S(p,x,y) 



and therefore: 



The equation for f(x,y) can therefore be equivalently expressed 
in this format. 

Written in this form, S(p,x,y) is a scaling function of 



f 2 {x,y) . Further, if S is a function of radius r - ^x 2 + y 2 , then 

it is inherent that S may be equivalently written as S(p,r) . 
Since the relation between x and y is established with the 

equation r = ^x 2 + y 2 , then the function S(p,x,y) can be expressed 
using one less dimension based on the relation between x and y. 



Since said relation is r = ^Jx 2 + y 2 , then the function S may be 

expressed as S(p,r) . 

Regarding claim 15: Hall discloses a print program of a 
computer (column 11, lines 1-4 of Hall) for generating a print 
file (column 8, lines 5-12 of Hall), wherein the device 
comprises screening software loaded into the computer, the 
computer executing the screening software to perform the 
halftoning (column 7, lines 32-34 and column 8, lines 1-4 of 
Hall) . 

Regarding claim 16: Hall discloses that the device 
comprises software loaded into the control unit (column 11, 
lines 1-4 of Hall) , wherein the control unit executes* the 
software to perform the halftoning (column 7, lines 32-34 and 
column 8, lines 1-4 of Hall) . 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not 
identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this 
title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

6. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hall (US Patent 5,579,457) in view of Vaswani 
(US Patent 5,835, 097) . 

Regarding claim 13: Hall does not disclose expressly that 
the device is a hardware card disposed between the control unit 
and the print head. 

Vaswani discloses a hardware card for graphics processing 
(figure 3A(310) of Vaswani) disposed between a control unit 
(figure 3 A (301-304) of Vaswani) and an image output device 
(figure 3A(305) of Vaswani) (column 6, lines 53-60 of Vaswani). 

Hall and Vaswani are combinable because they are from 
similar problem solving areas, namely the construction of an 
electronic device that performs digital image- data processing. 
At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art to embody said device taught 
by Hall as a hardware card disposed between a control unit and 
an image output device, as taught by Vaswani, said control unit 
being the control unit taught by Hall and said image output 
device being the print head taught by Hall. The motivation for 
doing so would have been that, as is well-known in the art, a 
separate hardware card for graphical processing decreases the 
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computational burden on the main computer processor. Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to combine Vaswani with Hall to 
obtain the invention as specified in claim 13 . 

7. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hall (US Patent 5,579,457) in view of Cunniff 
(US Patent 5, 842, 015) . 

Regarding claim 14: Hall does not disclose expressly that 
the device is a hardware card disposed within the control unit. 

Cunniff discloses a graphics hardware card (figure 1(16) of 
Cunniff) disposed within a control unit (figure 1(18) of 
Cunniff) (column 5, lines 52-57 of Cunniff) . 

Hall and Cunniff are combinable because they are from 
similar problem solving areas, namely the construction of an 
electronic device that performs digital image data processing. 
At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art to embody said device taught 
by Hall as a hardware card disposed within the control unit. 
The motivation for doing so would have been that a separate 
hardware card for graphical processing decreases the 
computational burden on the main computer processor (column 1, 
lines 21-26 of Cunniff) . Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to combine Cunniff with Hall to obtain the invention as 
specified in claim 14 . 

Allowable Subject Matter 

8. Claims 4-6, 10-12 and 20-22 are objected to as being 
dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if 
rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations 
of the base claim and any intervening claims . 
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9- The following is a statement of reasons for the indication 
of allowable subject matter: 

Claims 4, 10 and 2 0 recite a specific equation defining the 
spot function f(x,y) f which Examiner has been unable to find in 
the prior art . 

Claims 5, 11 and 21 depend from claims 4, 10 and 20, 
respectively, and therefore also contain allowable subject 
matter. Further, Examiner has been unable to find the 
specifically defined scaling function S(p,r) , which is used as 
part of the specifically defined spot function recited in claims 
4, 10 and 20, in the prior art. 

Claims 6, 12 and 22 recite a specific equation for the 
angular orientation of the spot function, which Examiner has 
been unable to find in the prior art. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to James A 
Thompson whose telephone number is 703-305-6329. The examiner 
can normally be reached on 8 : 3 0AM- 5 : 00PM . 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, David K Moore can be 
reached on 703-308-7452. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR- Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http : //pair-direct .uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 
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